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REI MER, individually and officially as Orange
County Health Director; ORANGE COUNTY HEALTH
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Carolina, for Appellees.




Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

In Gay v. Laws, 51 F.3d 426 (4th Cr. 1995, we vacated
summary judgnent for defendants on appell ant John Gray's cl ai mof
retaliatory discharge in violation of his First Amendnent rights
and remanded the claim "because the district court, perhaps by
oversight, failed to consider Gay's all egations of m smanagenent
and their possible bearing on Gray's First Amendnent claim" |d.
at 439. On remand, the district court received supplenental
briefing onthe i ssue and agai n entered summary judgnent for Gray's
enpl oyer Orange County Heal th Departnment and his i nmedi at e super -
visors, for two alternative reasons. First, the district court
concluded that it was uncl ear that Gray' s al | egati ons of m sconduct
by the county were protected speech at all because "[i]t appears
that many of his allegations pertainedto the conditions of his own
enpl oynent," J. A at 547, and Gray "of fers no credi bl e evi dence" of
t hat m smanagenent, J. A at 548. Second, the district court con-
cluded that, even if his allegations against his superiors were
protected speech, Gay failed to denonstrate "but for" causation
bet ween those allegations, which began in 1977, and his 1990
term nation, i medi ately foll ow ng, and because of two separate and
corroborat ed conpl ai nts of sexual harassnent | odged agai nst hi mby
wonen whose est abl i shnments he was charged with i nspecting. J.A at
548.

We have reviewed all of the argunents raised by the parties in

their briefs and at oral argunent, and, for the reasons expl ai ned
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inthedistrict court's thorough opinion, we affirmthe judgnent of

the district court.

AFFlI RVED



